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Sem iclassical theory of current correlations in chaotic dot-superconductor system s.
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W e present a sam iclassical theory of current correlations in multiterm inal chaotic dot—
superconductor Junctions, valid in the absence of the proxim ity e ect in the dot. For a dom Inating
coupling of the dot to the nom al term inals and a nonperfect dot-superconductor interface, pos—
itive cross correlations are found between currents in the nomm al tem inals. This dem onstrates
that positive cross correlations can be described w ithin a sem iclassical approach. W e show that
the sem iclassical approach is equivalent to a quantum m echanical G reen’s function approach w ith

suppressed proxin ity e ect in the dot.

O ver the last decade, there has been an increasing ins
terest in current correlations in m esoscopic conductors®
Com pared to the conductance, the current correlations
contain additional inform ation about the transport prop—
erties such as the e ective charge or the statistics of the
quasiparticles. System s such as eg. disordered conduc—
tors and chaotic quantum dotshave been analyzed exten—
sively, both w ith quantum m echanical approgghes, using
random m atrix theory?® orG reen’s finctionsf aswellas
w ith sanqulg$sjcal approaches, based on the Bo]t;n}.@.n—
Langeving€?82 equation or voltage probe m odels££%

R ecently, current correlations n nom alk
superconduciing system s  have been- studied,
theoreticall® as well as experin enta]Jy In these

system s, the current into the superconductor is trans-
ported, at subgap energies, via Andreev re ection at
the nom alsuperconducting interface. In the nom al
conductor, Andreev re ection induces a proxm ity e ect
which m odi es the transport properties., at energies of
the order of orbelow the T houless energy.- T How ever, at
energies well above the Thouless energy or in the pres—
ence of a weak m agnetic eld in the nom al conductor,
the proxin ity e ect is suppressed. o

Nagaev and one of the author3 presented a sem -
classical Bolzm an-L.angevin approach, In the absence of
the proxin ity e ect, for current correlations in muli-
term inaldi usive nom aksuperconducting junctions, an
extension of the corresponding approach for purely nor-
m al system s¥ The interfaces between the nom al con—
ductor and the superconductor was assum ed to be per-
fect. It was shown that the current cross correlations
are m anifestly negative, just as In nom al m esoscopic
conductors®? T contrast, it was shown very recently,
taking the proxim iy, e ect into account, that in,di u-
sive tunnel jinctiond4 and chaotic dot jactions?t? the
ensam ble averaged cross correlations can be positive.

Interestingly, as shown fr the chaotic dot jaction 3
In the lim it of strong coupling of the dot to the nom al
reservoirs and a nonperfect nom alsuperconducting in-—
terface, positive cross correlations can survive even in the
abscence ofthe proxin ity e ect. T his suggests that posi-
tive current correlations could be ocbtained w ithin a sem
classicalapproach, under the assum ption ofa suppressed
proxin ity e ect, ifnonperfect nom alsuperconductor in—
terfaces are assum ed.

In this paper we present such a sam iclassical theory
for m ultiterm inal chaotic dot-superconductor jinctions
w ith arbitrary transparencies ofthe contacts between the
dot and the nom al and superconducting reservoirs. It
con m es and extends the result ofRef. |:l5 providing
conditions on the contact w idths and transparencies for
obtaining positive correlations. W e show that the result
is in agreem ent w ith the circuit theory of Refs. Eé;}@l]
w ith suppressed proxim ity e ect in the dot. This pro—
vides a sin ple, sam iclassical explanation for the positive
cross correlations.

FIG.1l: Upper gure: A schem atic picture of the junction.
Lower gure: M apping onto an electron-hole junction (see
text). T he arrow s show the direction ofparticle current ows.

A schem atic picture of the system is shown in Fig. -].

W e consider a chaotic quantum dot (see Ref. {17] fordef-
inition) connected to two nom al N ; and N ,) and one
superconducting reservoir (S) via quantum point con-
tacts. T he contacts to the nomm al and superconducting
reservoirs have m ode independent transparencies and
s regoectively and support N and M transversem odes.
T he conductancesofthe point contactsarem uch larger
than the conductance quanta 2e?=h, ie. N ;M ¢ 1,
so Coulom b blockade e ects in the dot can be neglected.
The two nom al reservoirs are held at the potentials
V; and V, and the potential of the superconducting
reservoir is zero. Inelastic scattering in the dot is ne-
glected. Throughout the paper, we consider the case

where Vq;V,;kT , where is the superconducting
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gap. In this case, the probability for A ndreev re ection at
the nom alsuperconductor interface, R = 2=(2  5)?,
is iIndependent of energy and therg.is no single particle
transport into the superconductor2?

T he sem iclassical approach for current correlations in
nom al chaotic dot system,s has been developed w ithin
a voltage probe apprpapha'f’ or equivalently, a m inin al
correlation approach P28 H ere we extend it toa chaotic
dotsuperconductor system , shown in Fig. g., by rst
considering the particke current correlations in the dot-
superconductor system . To visualize the particle current

ow , it ishelpfulto view the chaotic dot—superconductor
system as one \electron dot" and one \hole dot", cou-—
pld via Andreev re ection (see Fig. :11'). Due to the
abscence of the proxin ity e ect, the electron and holk
dots can be treated as two ocoupled, independent dots,
and one can calculate the particle current correlations in
the sam e way as In a purely nom alsystem @A ndreev re—

ection conserves particle currents). From the particle
current correlations, we then obtain the experin entally
relevant charge current correlations.

W e study the zero-frequency correlator

Z
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between charge currents ow ing in the contacts j= 1;2
to the nomm al reservoirs, where I5() = Ij (D) I is
the current uctuations in lead j (I; is the tim e averaged
current) . T he charge current I (t) is the di erence ofthe
electron (e) and hole () particle currents,
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w here the particle cun:ent'sdens:n:JesJj & ;) = Jj E)+
ij E ;t). The electron current density ow Ing into the
superconductor is i E;t) 3 E;0) = L E;b).

F irst, the tin e average current is studied. U sing the
requirem ent of current conservation at each energy due
to the abscence of inelastic scattering], the tin e averaged
electron and hole distribution fiinctions f. and f;, can be
determm ined. W e have foreach dot separately [suppressing
the energy notation]

£+ £+ i 0; #+ 4 i =0: 3)
Thecurrentsi; and is ow ing through the point contacts
are given by

y-N £ g

where f; = [L+ exp(E eV FkT)] ! isthe distroution
function of quasiparticle type of the nom al reservoir
j,wih () Prekctrons hoks). Combining Eq. 3)
wih Eq. (:ff),we obtain

fezMR(flh+ )+ @N + M R)(ESH+ £5) o)
4N +MR) ’

and sin flarily f® = £¢' ", where we note that f* € ) =
1 f°( E),asdem anded by electron-hok symm etry. W e
can then calculate the tin e averaged currents from Eq.
@) and @). This is however not fiurther discussed here.
W e now tum to the uctuating part of the current.
The point contacts em it uctuations ZIJ and %, di-
rectly Into the reservoir as well as into the dot. As a
consequence the electron gnd hole distribution finctions
aquires a uctuating partf? £ (t)= f + £ (t). The
total uctuating current in each contact is given by (sup—
pressing the tin e notation)
£): )

i. = F+MR(f

3 JJ + N f H is =
The uctuating parts of the distrdbbution functions, f£°
and £, are detem ined from the dem and that the uc—
tuating current, in the zero frequency lim it considered,
is conserved in each dot,

+h +h
11+ 1,

iT+ 1%+ is=0; ig = 0: 7)
Solving these tw o equationsgives f° and f*,which can
be substituted back into Egs. ('_6) to give the uctuating
currents in the leads ij In tem softhe uctuating cur-
rents em itted by the point contacts i and 5. The
charge current uctuations in contact 1 and 2 is then
found by subtractmg the electron and the hole currents,

e

ie. iy= ij j,gJang
Lo N FMRIE 11+ N (£ §+2 )
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and i, = 17, ;. For the second m om ent, the point

contacts can be considered?? as Independent em itters of
uctuations, ie. here ncuiding i)

h
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where the uctuation power S € ) is determ ined by the
transparency of contact j and the tin e averaged distri-
bution functions on each side of the oontact,ﬁjn as

S;E) = eN [F; 0 £)+f @ f)
+ 0 € £

SsE) = eMRESQL £°)+ f° @ £P)
+ (1 R)IES £7)%D: (10)

Egs. @') to C_l-(_i) form a com plete set of equations to
calculate the current correlations.

_Asan exampl, which also allow s a com parison to Ref.
I_lg;], we study the current cross correlationsP,, orv; =
V, = V and kT = 0. In this lim it only the energy interval

O<E<eV is of interest, where £f = £§ = 1 and £ =

= 0. Correlating the current density uctuations 11
and i, n Eq. (é and using the expressions for the
pow er spectra n Eqg. {_l(_?i w ith the distrioution fiinctions



£° and £" taken from Eq. (§), we cbtain from Eq. @)
and (_]:) for the the crosscorrelator

e N2?M 2R
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In the lim it without barrders, = 1 and R = 1, aswell
asinthelmit = 1andN M , this expression co—

incides w ith the random m atrix theory result available
in Ref. {15]. From Eq. (I1), we can m ake the Hllow ing
observations. In the lim it of dom inating coupling to the
superconductor, M R N , the cross correlations are
m anifestly negative (see Fig. :_2) . The positive correla-
tions predicted in this lin it in Refs. {14,15] are thus due
to the proxin ity e ect. In the opposite lim i, dom nat-
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FIG . 2: The cross correlation Pi, as a function of the ra-
tio of the conductances of the point contacts to the nom al
and superconducting reservoirs, 2N =M R, for di erent bar-
rier transparencies. Left: = 1 and from bottom to top
R = 1;08;0:6;04 and 02. Right: R = 1 and from top to
bottom, = 1;0:8;0:6;0:4 and 02.

ing coupling to the nom al reservoirs N M R, the
correlationsare P, / R (1  2R), positive forR < 1=2.

In the general case, with di erent transparencies or
w idths of the two contacts to the nom al reservoirs, an
asymm etric bias V; § V,; or nie tem peratures, a de-
tailed study show s that the condiions R < 1=2 and a
dom inating coupling of the dot to the nom al reservoirs
are still necessary, but not always su cient, for positive
cross correlations. T he junction param eters of the exam —
pl studied above are the m ost favorabl for obtaining
posiive correlations. _

W e now show that the result in Eq. C;Li-) can be ob-
tained by an ensamble averaged, quantum m echanical
G reen’s function approach, when supressing the proxin —
ity e ectwith aweakm agnetic eld in thedot. W e apply
the circuit theory of Refs. [14,16], which is form ulated
to treat the full counting statistics ofthe charge transfer.
T he form ulation of the problem is sin ilar to Ref. (4], so
we keep the description short. However, we treat arbi-
trary contact transparencies and nite m agnetic eld in
the dot.

A picture of the circuit is shown in Fig. :_3 Tt con—
sists of four \nodes", the nomm al and superconduct-
Ing reservoirs and the dot itself, connected by \resis—
tances", the point contacts. Each node is represented
by a 4 4 matri Greens fnctions (see F i. :_3). The
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FIG .3: Left: T he circuit theory representation ofthe junction
w ith the G reens functions ofeach node and the counting elds
shown. Right: T he particle counting m odel. (see text)

G reens functions of the reservoir nodes are know n, given
by Gnj = exp 5k =2)Gyexp( ik =2) and Gs =

expd g =2)1"zexp( 1 gx=2),whereGy = ,";+ (x+

iy)land ¥ = :%,. Here (%) are Paulim atrices in
Keldysh NWambu) space and 1; , and are counting
elds, \counting" the num ber of electrons entering and
laving the reservoirs. The unknown G reen’s function
G (1; 2; ) ofthe dot, nom alized as G? = 1, is deter—
m Ined from a m atrix version of the K ircho s rule,

IN1+IN2+IS+I=O (12)
w here the m atrix currents Iy ;;Iy 2 and Is are given by

EGn1¢)iGg 2)*'
s EGsiGg 2D ' (13)

ie) = N
Is = M

Gni1@)iGlé+
s GsiGlé+

where R ;B ](fA ;B g) is the (anti)com m utator. The last
current tem , dom<nated by the presence of a m agnetic
eld inthedot, i25T = (@ =)2[oG ;G ], where is

them agnetic ux in thedot, o= 1%, and isa constant
oforderof2N ;M 5, ie.much largerthan one. W e are
Interested In the case w ith suppressed proxin ity e ect,
which can be achieved by applying a m agnetic eld cor-
responding to a ux Jlargerthan a ux quantum . This

ImpliesthattheI tem In Eqg. C_l-Z_i) ismuch larger than
the other temm s, and consequently that [ G ¢;G 1= 0 to
leading order in 1= 2. The cross correlator P, is

PlZ = Ve3=htr K @IN 1:@ 2 (14)

= =0 °

1 2

It is not possble to nd an explict expression for
G (1; 2; ) from Eq. (I2) and the additional condi-
tionsG? = 1 and [oG ;G 1= 0. However, to evaluate
the correlator P1,, only @Iy ;=@ . is needed, and con—
sequently only the G reen’s functions expanded to 1rst
order n ,. Weget G = G© + i( ,=2)G Y, where
G®™ =@'G=R 53, ,- —o,and sin ilar fr the others.
From Eq. {_Ig‘l),expandedto rstorderin , aswell, we
then arrive at equations ©rG @ and G ).

T he physically relevant result orG @ is ,~, + h (4 +
iy ), whereh=N =N + MR). Knowing G, and
using that from G2 = 1 we obtain fG @ ;6 Y'g= 0, we
thengetGY = 1~ + K(x+ i)+ h(x 1ip1,

hi@l 2h+2A)+ G 1)+ 2h°M R 2R
Insertihg the expressions or G @ and ¢ &)

where i =
1= )l



into @Iy =@ ,, we nd P, fiom Eqg. Cl4)
exactly the sem iclassicalresul in Eqg. Cll-

Finally, it was pointed out that n the 1m it of dom i
nating coupling to the nom alreservoirs, N M R, the
sin ple expression for the cross correlationsPi, / R (1, -
2R ) could be explained by particle counting argum ents3
W e now show that the fill probability distrdbution of
tranan itted charges in this 1im it can be derived from the
circuit theory. The total cum ulant generating function
F (1; 2; ) is the sum of the functions for each point
contact, F = Fy1+ Fy2 + Fg,where

This gives

Fg = eVM s tr i+
FN1(2)=eVN tl:’]l’l[4+

s £G;Gsg 2)];

(EG;Gy12g 2)1:15)
W e expand the G reen’s function of the dot, G, to st
order in M R=N , (but no expansion in the counting
elds). To zeroth order n M R=N , the supercon-—
ducting reservoir is disconnected, and we get directly
GO® = Gyi1+ Gy2)=2. Since nom alization inplies
fG ©;6 Mg = 0, we note that the contrbution to F
from the point contacts connected to the nom al reser—
voirs, Fy 1+ Fy2 / £fG ©;G W g disappearsto rst order
n N M R. The totalF ( 1; 2; ) is then cbtained
by inserting G = G © into Eq. {15), giving (BrV < 0)

2

R , .
F=eVM In 1 R+Z et Dy eitz ) : (16)

In the lim £ R 1,F hasthe same form as in Ref. t_lé_i']
T he corresponding probability distrbution P Q ;& ;%)
ofEqg. C_l-g),thatql (@) partickeshave kft the dot through
contach 1(2) when Q pairs have attem pted to enter the
dot, is (oreven ¢ + ) given by

0l + @)!
H+ eF2) (g + gF2)!

PQ;nix)=
Ligie ale!@

R (n+ xp)=2
Z @ Rj) (Q1+Q2):2: 17)

This is just the distrdbution fiinction one gets from the
m odel of Ref. :15 A Iled stream of pairs are Incom ing
from the superconductor. E ach pair has a probability R
to enter the dot and then each particke in the pairhasan
Independent probability 1=2 to exit through one of the
contacts 1 or 2 (see Fig.d).

T he processes where both particles exit through the
sam e contact contributes / R? to the cross correlations,
while the processes where the pair breaks and one par-
ticle exits throgh each contact contrbutes / R (I R).
Thus, or R < 1=2, the pair breaking noise dom nates
over the pair partition noise and the cross correlations
arepositive. W e em phasize that i isthe fact that the su-
perconductor em its particles in pairs that m akes positive
correlations possible, n a corresponding nom alsystem s
the electrons tries to enter the dot one by one and the
cross correlations are m anifestly negative.

In conclusion, we have presented a sam iclassicaltheory
of current-current correlations in m ultiterm inal chaotic
dot—superconducting Jjunctions. It is found that the cur-
rent cross correlations are positive for nite backscatter-
Ing in the dot—superconducting contact and dom inating
coupling of the dot to the nom al reservoirs. W e have
also shown that this approach is equivalent to an ensem —
bl averaged G reens fiinction approach w ith a suppressed
proxim ity e ect
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